Application No. 10/686,124 
Amendment dated January 3 1 , 2006 
Reply to Office Action of May 5, 2005 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Applicant has carefully reviewed and considered the Office Action mailed 
on May 5, 2005, and the references cited therewith. 

Claim 1 is amended, no claims are canceled, and claims 23 - 29 are added; as 
a result, claims 1-1 1, 23 - 29 are now pending in this application. 

Applicant respectfully submits that claims 23 - 29 do not introduce any new 
subject matter and are intended to cover additional claimable subject matter fully 
supported by the originally filed specification. 

Double Patenting Rejection 
Claims 1 was rejected under the judicially created doctrine of double 
patenting over claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,662,179. Applicant has provided a 
Terminal Disclaimer that complies with 37 CFR § 3.73(b). Accordingly, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the double patenting rejection is respectfully 
requested. 

§103 Rejection of the Claims 

Claims 1-11 were rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Knoblock et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,023,669). Applicant has amended claim 1 
to include language deemed allowable by the Examiner in the Notice of 
Allowability mailed July 14, 2003 in Applicant's divisional case 10/131,508 which 
has issued into U.S. Patent No. 6,662,179. 

In Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance, the Examiner stated that 
"The prior art of record, alone or in combination, does not teach or fairly suggest . . . 
at least one each of a parts information lookup table, a location information lookup 
table, a unit storage table, and a pair of configuration management storage tables, 
wherein said pair of configuration management storage tables are linked together, 
and one of said configuration management storage tables is a configuration 
management status table and the other is a configuration management memo table ." 
Applicant has added such language to claim 1 and, accordingly, should be deemed 
allowable at least upon this basis. 
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Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal 
of the § 103 rejection of claim 1 and the claims which depend therefrom. 



New Claims 



New independent claims 23 and 24 also include the language deemed 
allowable by the Examiner, discussed above. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
requests consideration and allowance of these new claims and those that depend 
therefrom. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicant respectfully submits that the claims are in condition for allowance 
and notification to that effect is earnestly requested. The Examiner is invited to 
telephone Applicant's attorney at (612) 236-0121 to facilitate prosecution of this 
matter. 



CERTIFICATE U NDER 37 CFR §1.8: The 
undersigned hereby certifies that this correspondence is 
being deposited with the United States Postal Service 
with sufficient postage as first class mail, in an envelope 
addressed to: MS AMENDMENT Commissioner of 
Patents, P.0 BOX 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
on this 3/ ^ day of <J c*iw^y 2006. 

Name 




Signature 



Respectfully Submitted, 
Scott J. Benjamin, et al. 



By their Representatives, 
BROOKS & CAMERON, PLLC 
1221 Nicollet Avenue, Suite 500 
Minneapolis, MN 55403 
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